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VI. Authority, Powers, and Duties 


A. Introduction 


§ 145. Powers and duties as those of court or judge; acts of judge as acts of court 
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West's Key Number Digest 


West's Key Number Digest, Judges@==23 


The authority and powers of a judge are incident to, and grow out of, the jurisdiction of 
the court itself, and the act of a judge within his or her jurisdiction may constitute an act 
of the court. 


The authority and powers of a judge are incident to, and grow out of, the jurisdiction of the 


court itself.! In this regard, it should be noted that jurisdiction, in its narrow sense, is something 
possessed by courts, not by judges or individuals; the judge is merely an officer of the court, but a 


judge is not the court itself. Accordingly, although it is incorrect to suggest that the authority of 
a judge presiding over a case has no bearing on the validity of the proceeding, it is also incorrect 
to speak of jurisdiction of the judge outside the realm of the jurisdiction of the court in which he 


or she sits. 


Although a judge is not a court,’ the act of a judge within his or her jurisdiction may constitute 


the act of the court.” 
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Where the state constitution expressly vests the authority to issue orders as are necessary for the 
general supervision and control of courts in the "court," unilateral action by the chief justice of the 


state supreme court is not synonymous with action by the "court." 
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